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Clarifying Questions for the SW region Post Corrective Action

April 10, 2012

Regarding the questions the Department of Education submitted to offerors on April 5, 2012 for
Solicitation ED-IES-11-R-0036, clarification is requested for the following:

1.

Based on the cover letter and instructions for submission of response to questions, should
offerors assume that the Department expects the following documents for both the
Technical and Business Proposals:

A. Response to questions with page references where changes can be found in the
revised proposal, and including an “index of changes”.
A version of the proposal with highlighted or tracked changes.
A final, clean version of the proposal.
. Required appendices per the RFP.

oOw

Answer # 1: This is correct.

Should Offerors assume that the 250 page limit refers only to Document C, the final,
clean version of the Technical Proposal narrative, exclusive of appendices.

Answer # 2: The 250 page limit refers only to Document C and is exclusive of
appendices.

Please confirm or adjust offerors assumptions regarding the number of hard copies
required to be submitted for each of the following Technical Proposal documents:
A. Document A—35 copies (response to questions)
B. Document B—1 copy (tracked changes), which will also include appendices with
tracked changes
C. Document C—1 original and 4 copies (clean version)
D. Document D—S5 copies (appendices)

Answer # 3: Document A is one original and four copies; Document B is one original and
four copies; Document C is correct; Document D is one original and four copies.

Regarding submission of electronic copies, does the Department wish to receive both
tracked changes and clean versions of the Technical and Business Proposals?

Answer # 4: Yes, the Department wishes to receive both tracked changes and a clean
version electronically.

Should offerors revised technical and business proposal reflect the period of
performance: January 3, 2012 through January 2, 2017.

Answer # 5: Offerors shall use a full five year performance period when preparing their
final proposals. The period shall begin in the near future and end 5 years from that date.
For example, if the new award decision is May 7, 2012, then performance will commence



on that date and will end on or about May 4, 2017. Any costs incurred for performance
that occurred prior to the date of the stop work order will be considered in the
Department’s price evaluation.

Should Offerors assume that all weaknesses expressed by reviewers in prior evaluations
are either no longer a concern or have been addressed by the current questions.

Answer # 6: No. Offerors are free to, and should make use of any information received
to date in attempting to improve their proposals. Such information can include: prior
technical and business questions; information and documents received during de-
briefings; information received during the bid protest; and also the set of questions dated
April 5, 2012, and any follow-up questions the Department may issue.

Offerors are concerned about how to indicate changes in the proposal, does
“highlighting” mean something different than “track changes”? Can offerors merely use
a different color type or a highlighter color to indicate portions of the text that have been
changed?

Answer # 7: Offerors may choose to highlight in a different color portions from their
proposal that are changing, or offerors may choose to turn on track changes. Offerors
may choose which method is easier and more clear.



